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Gertlemenof the Senate and of the House of Delegates: 


There hasbeen for years a controversy between the States 
of Maryland and Virginia in regard to the line between the two 
States, running from what is called the “Fairfax stone’ near the 
head waters of the North branch of the Potomac, north to the line 
of .the State of Pennsylvania, which disputed line is about thirty- 
seven miles in length, and is I believe the eastern line of Preston 
county. / 

With a view of settling this dispute the general assembly of 

~ Virginia, on the 28th of March, 1858, passed an act (referring to‘an 
act theretotore passed by the legislature of Maryland for a like pur- 
pose,) authorizing and requiring the Governor of the Common- 
wealth, to appoint a commissioner, who, toge ther with a commission- 
~ erappointed on the part of Maryland should amongst other things 
cause the disputed line to be accurately surveyed traced and mark- 
ed with suitable monuments; the act required the commissioners 
to make a joint report, and to forward a copy of the same to the 
Legislature of Virginia. And the act further provides that upon 
a ratification of such report by the legislatures of the States of 
Maryland and Virginia, the said lines thus run and ascertained 
shall be fixed and established, to remain forever, unless changed by 
mutual consent of the said States of Maryland and Virginia. 

As contemplated by this act, each State appointed a commis- - 
sioner, and on their joint request the Secretary of War detailed 
Lieut. N. Michler U. S. Topographical Engineers to aid them in 
the discharge ol their duties. By their direction, and in their ab- 
sence, he, in the Summer and Fall of 1859, run and marked a line 
and s:eported his work to the commissioners. 

Subsequent to this report the commissioners had some corres- 
pondence in regard to it, from which it appears that they differed 
as to the correctness of the line run and marked by Lieut. Michler, 
and also as to whether or not it was the intention of the act of 
March 28, 1858, to make the survey under the direction of the 
commissioners binding and conclusive on the State of Virginia. 

~ The commissioners never made a joint report, nor was the work ` 
done by Lieut. Michier ever ratified by the Legislature of Virginia, 
as contemplated by the said act of March 28, 1858; and it seems 
to me that it follows beyond question that the work done under the 
joint commission was not binding on Virginia. 
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The line thus run and marked, starting from the “Fairfax stone,” 
diverges to the West from the line claimed by Virginia until it in- 


_tersects the southern line of Pennsylvania, where the distance be- 


tween the old and newly marked lines is not less than three-fourths 
of a mile, and the triangular territory between them embracing 
some well improved lands has been subject to the jurisdiction of 
Virginia, in the assessment and collection of taxes, the process from 
the courts, the exercise of authority by her officers, and indeed in 
all those things that enter into and make up State jurisdiction, and 
authority, until the creation of this State; and like jurisdiction has 
been continued and exercised by this State without any acts of 1n- 
terference or attempt to exercise authority over said territory, on 
behalf of the State of Maryland, so far as I am aware, until within 
the last year. $ 


I have been recently informed by persons residing between the - 


lines and within the disputed territory, and claiming to be citizens 
of this State, that the revenue officers of the State of Maryland 


are claiming the right to assess, and are actually assessing, the said 


residents and their property with taxes under the laws of that 
State, and are threatening to collect the same. And the citzens of 
Maryland are claiming the right to enter, and it is believed are 
taking steps to make entries on, and secure patents for the lands 
between the lines aforesaid, as a part of the territory of that State. 
In the meantime, this State, by its courts and its revenue and 
other officers, continues, as hitherto, to exercise jurisdiction and 
authority over said territory. 

_ This controversy must be settled by a renewal of the negotia- 
tions heretofore commenced, and yet incomplete, or it is probable 
that proceedings by indictment, or otherwise, may be commenced iu 
our courts against the officers of the State of Maryland, who are 
attempting to extend their authority over the disputed territory ; 
and this might unfortunately result in irritation and unkind feel- 
ing between the people ot the two States, any cause for which 
should be avoided, on our part, if it be possible. I submit this 
subject for your consideration, in order ‘that such action may be 
taken in reference thereto as may be deemed appropriate. 

The correspondence between the commissioners of Maryland and 
Virginia, and the report of Lieut, Mivhler, and other documents 
connected with this subject, may be found in part 6 of the Docu- 
ments of the House of Delegates of Virginia, for the session of 
1859-60; to which, and also to the act of March 28, 1858, of the 
Tiepistavare of Virginia, I .respectfuily: refer you for such informa- 
tion as I have been-able to obtain in reference thereto. 

ARTHUR I. BOREMAN. 
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